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Additional evduation of the cap design parsmete;rasuch SS side slopes, he@G 
extent (foot pint), wast&ackfiU volume, and foundation (geotecMcal) aaalyses with 
special emphasis upon those areas not encompassed by the extat of previous oap dew 
proposafs and fhe soh beneath the pond liners. 

Status of the sludge a rem&m,waste. 

Inclhlon of the d*e beneath, *e cap es an "e&aucerne& to the closure design. 

PbY$.d form (monolithtc, d e d  to awegate, etc.) of &e %Gal, &ludbe 31ud.g~. 

DetKmination of potential hpacts of a reported DOE Beadquarters intqrcta6on of DOE 
Order 5820.2.A on the siting of Low-Lcvel Mixed Waste disposal facilities or poteniial 
impacts o f  retated DOE policies 

Additional comparisotl of cost-eE&vem of closure designs incorporating on-site vs 
0 f f - d ~  d$?osal of liner materids, siudges, d o r  soils. 

Risk management associated with the comparison discussed in number 7. 
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AWSS aid availamity of an off-site versus an m-site LLMW disposd facility. 
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